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habitat.—The Betel-nut Palm is cultivated exclusively within
the moist tropical tracts that fringe the coast of India, and
practically within a belt of land that, with a few exceptions,
does not extend inland for more than 200 miles. It rarely
ascends to altitudes of 3,000 feet find gradually disappears, even
from the littoral area, as localities are entered where the
duration of the dry hot months equals or exceeds the monsoons.
It is usually seen as a garden plant, but occasionally, and in
certain localities, especially of Western and Southern India, of
Ceylon and of Burma, where the soil and climate may be
exceptionally favourable, it is grown in special gardens along
with Coconut, Plantain, Orange, Mango, etc.,. and either with or
without the pan (piper betel) climbing on the palm-stems- In
Eastern and Northern Bengal, in some portions of Assam, and
in Ceylon its cultivation has assumed still greater dimensions.
In certain districts of these provinces regular plantations of
5 to 20 or even 100 acres in extent occur and at such frequent
intervals that they might almost be said to constitute a distinct
agricultural feature scarcely less important than the combined
crops raised on the intervening portions of the country. (Watt.)
The exact native country of the Betel-nut Palm is uncertain.
It is difficult to trace its original spot as the tree has been
extensively cultivated, from time ..immemorial, in^ all parts of
the East Indies. On the continent of India, in Ceylon, and in
Cochin-China the species is always mentioned as cultivated. So
in the Sunda Isles, the Moluccas, etc., t6 the South of Asia.
Blume says that the habitat of the species is the Malay Peninsula,
Siarn, and the neighbouring islands, though he-does not s,eem
tp have seen the indigenous plants of which he speaks.
Bretschneider considers the plant to be a native of the Malay
Archipelago, principally of Sumatra, for he says that those
islands and the Philippines are the only places where it is found
wild. The first of these facts is not confirmed by Miquel, nor
the second by Blanco, who lived in the Philippines. To De
Candolle, Blume's opinioiji appears the most probable, but he
adds: 'We must still say with Martius, "the country is not
proved/* *
Mr, C. E, CL Fischer, I.F.s., writes to me:
•Areca catechu is said not to be wild in India, but I have
found it growing in the Attapadi valley of Malabar in dense
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